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DOCUMENT A T!ON OF El\'VlRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION 

Facility Name: 

Facility Address: 

Facility EPA ID #: 

RCRA Corrective Action 
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA 725) 

Current Human Exposures Under Control 

Hamilton Sundstrand Corporation Plant 1/2 Facility 

2401 and 2421 11"' Street Rockford, Illinois 

ILD 981000417 

Interim Final 2/5/99 

1. Has all available relevanUsignificant information on known and reasonably suspected releases to soil, 
groundwater, surface water/sediments, and air, subject to RCRA Corrective Action (e.g., from Solid Waste 
Management Units (SWMU), Regulated Units (RU), and Areas of Concern (AOC)), been considered in 
this EI determination? 

X If yes - check here and continue with #2 below. 

If no - re-evaluate existing data, or 

If data are not available skip to #6 and enter" IN'; (more information needed) status code. 

BACKGROUND 

Definition of Environmental Indicators (for the RCRA Corrective Action) 

. Environmental Indicators (EI) are measures being used by the RCRA Corrective Action program to go beyond 
programmatic activity measures (e.g., reports received and approved, etc.) to track changes in the quality of the 
environment The two EI developed to-date indicate the quality of the environment in relation to curreut human 
exposures to contamination and the migration of contaminated groundwater. An EI for non-human (ecological) 
receptors is intended to be developed in the future. 

Definition of "Current Human Exposures Under Control" EI 

A positive "Current Human Exposures Under Control" EI determination ("YE" status code) indicates that there are 
no "unacceptable" human exposures to "contamination" (i.e., contaminants in concentrations in excess of 
appropriate risk-based levels) that can be reasonably expected under current land- and groundwater-use conditions 
(for all "contamination" subject to RCRA corrective action at or from the identified facility (i.e., site-wide)). 

Relationship of EI to Final Remedies 

\Vhile Final remedies remain the long-term objective of the RCRA Corrective Action program the EI are near-term 
objectives which are currently being used as Program measures for the Government Performance and Results Act of 
1993, GPRA). The "Current Human Exposures Under Control" EI are for reasonably expected human exposures 
under current land- and groundwater-use conditions ONLY, and do not consider potential future [and- or 
groundwater-use conditions or ecological receptors. The RCRA Corrective Action program"'S overall mission to 
protect hmnan health and the environment requires that Final remedies address these issues (i.e., potential future 
human exposure scenarios, future land and groundwater uses, and ecological receptors). 

Duration I Applicability of EI Determinations 

EI Determinations status codes should remain in RCRIS national database ONLY as long as they remain true (i.e., 
RCRIS status codes must be changed when the regulatory authorities become aware of contrary information). 
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2. Are groundwater, soil, surface water, sediments, or air media known or reasonably suspected to be 
"Contaminated"1 above appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as 
well as oth_er appropriate standards, guidelines, guidance, or criteria). from releases subject to RCRA 
Corrective Action (from SWMUs, RUs or AOCs)? 

Yes No ? Rationale I Key Contaminants 

Groundwater' X 
Ongoing monitoring of groundwater conditions 
are under CERCLA. In some on-site groundwater 
wells to the west, concentrations of TCE, PCE, 
vinyl chloride, and cis-1,2-DCE remain above 
Illinois Class I groundwater quality standards. 
Active AS/SVE remediation system is in place 
resulting in contaminant concentrations that are 
either stable or decreasing. Restricted groundwater 
use at the site (Environmental Covenant). 

Air (indoors) 2 X 
Following the Illinois Tiered Approach to 
Corrective Action Objectives (TACO) [35 Illinois 
Administrative Code Part 742] for evaluation of 
the indoor air inhalation exposure route, Site 
groundwater COC concentrations in the vicinity of · 
the Site building' are below Tier 1 Indoor 
Inhalation Remedial Objectives [35 lAC 
742.Appendix B. Table H]. Site building' is 
constructed with a maintained, concrete slab-on-
grade foundation containing several shallow 
subgrade concrete containment structures. 

Surface Soil (e.g., <2 ft) X 
Concrete floor of the portion of the building' that 
was demolished is in place. See attached Figure 1 
for the locations ofSWMUs and AOCs and Table 
1 for a summary of the RCRA closure approach for 
each SWMU/AOCs. 

Reference Documents: Phase I RCRA 
Investigation and Closure Report (July 19, 
2011)/USEPA Letter (December 5, 2011) and 
Closure Report and Phase I RFI Work Plan 
(October 14, 2009). 

Surface Water X Not applicable. 

Sediment X Not applicable. 

Subsurf. Soil (e.g., >2 ft)4 X Subsurface soil at Old Plating Area (AOC 27)-
Residual contamination above Remediation 
Objectives have been addressed through 
maintenance of an engineered barrier (concrete 
floor) and implementation of a HASP for 
construction activities in this area. Concrete floor 
of the portion of the building' that was demolished 
is in place. See attached Figure I for the locations 
of SWMUs and AOCs and Table I for a summary 

-- --
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X 

ofthe RCRA closure approach for each 
SWMU/AOCs. 

Reference Documents: Phase I RCRA 

Investigation and Closure Report (July 19, 
2011)/USEPA Letter (December 5, 2011) and 
Closure Report and Phase I RFl Work Plan 
(October 14, 2009). 

Reference Documents: Phase I RCRA 
Investigation and Closure Report (July 19, 
2011)/USEPA Letter (December 5, 2011) and 
Closure Report and Phase I RFI Work Plan 
(October 14, 2009). 

If no (for all media)- skip to #6, and enter "YE," status code after providing or citing 
appropriate "levels,'' and referencing sufficient supporting documentation 
demonstrating that these "levels" are not exceeded. 

If yes (for any media) - continue after identifying key contaminants in each 
"contaminated" medium, citing appropriate "levels" (or provide an explanation for the 
determination that the medimn could pose an unacceptable risk), and referencing 
supporting documentation. 

If unknown (for any media)- skip to #6 and enter "IN" status code. 

Rationale and Reference(s): 

1 "Contamination" and "contaminated" describes media containing contaminants (in any form, NAPL 
and/or dissolved, vapors, or solids, that are subject to RCRA) in concentrations in excess of 
appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (for the media, that identify risks within the acceptable risk 
range). 

2 Recent evidence (from the Colorado Dept of Public Health and Enviromuent, and others) suggest that 
unacceptable indoor air concentrations are more common in structures above groundwater with volatile 
contaminants than previously believed. This is a rapidly developing field and reviewers are encouraged 
to look to the latest guidance for the appropriate met)lods and scale of demonstration necessary to be 
reasonably certain that indoor air (in structures located above (and adjacent to) groundwater with 
volatile contaminants) does not present unacceptable risks. 

3 Groundwater- RCRA program has deferred the contaminated groundwater issue to the CERCLA in 
accordance with the 2008 Consent Decree. Active groundwater remediation is being implemented 
through systems which remediate source material, provide barriers at the southern and western 
boundaries, and SVE wells. Groundwater monitoring results ofCOCs for groundwater (1,1-
dichloroethene (1,1-DCE), 1,2-dichloroethane, 1,2-dichlroethene, ethylbenzene, tetrachloroethene 
(PCE), I, 1,1-trichloroethane (I, I, 1-TCA), I, 1,2-trichloroethane (I, 1,2-TCA), trichloroethene (TCE), 
and vinyl chloride) continue to show do-wnward trend in contamination. 

4 Subsurface soil at Old Plating Area (AOC 27)- In 2010, thirty-three soil samples from AOC 27, 
including one field duplicate, were analyzed for VOCs, metals, pH, total cyanide and soluble fluoride. 
The borings associated with AOC 27 were completed to a depth of 10.0 ft bgs. Concentrations ofPCE, 
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TCE, 1,1-DCE andl,l,l-TCA exceeding Tier I Remediation Objectives were detected in soil samples 
from several boring locations. In addition, concentrations of arsenic, cadmium, chromium and mercury 
exceeded their respective Remediation Objectives at one or more locations. Residual contamination 
above Remediation Objectives have been addressed through maintenance of an engineered 
barrier (concrete floor) and implementation of a HASP for construction activities in this area. 

5 Plant l/2 was originally an entire building. The western portion of tllis building was demolished in 
2009, leaving behind the concrete floor in place. The facility building housed processes for 
manufacturing, assembly, and diagnostic testing of aircraft parts and auxiliary equipment The 
demolished portion of the building is to the west of the green line shown.on Figure L 

3. Are there complete pathways between "contamination" and human receptors such that exposures can be 
reasonably expected under the current (land- and groundwater-use) conditions? 

Summary Exposure Pathway Evaluation Table 

Potential Human Receptors (Under Current Conditions) 

Contaminated Media Residents Workers Day Care Construction Trespassers 

Groundwater No No No No No 

Air (indoors) No No No No No 
Soil (surface, e.g., <2ft) No No No No No 
Soil (subsurface e.g., >2ft) No No No No No 

Air (outdoors) No No No No No 

Instructions for Summary Exposure Pathway Evaluation Table: 

1. Strike-out specific Media including Hmnan Receptors• spaces for Media which are not 
"contaminated") as identified in #2 above. 

2. Enter "yes" or "no" for potential "compl~teness" under each "Contaminated" Media-­
Human Receptor combination (Pathway). 

Note: In order to focus the evaluation to the most probable combinations some potential "Contaminated" 
Media - Human Receptor combinations (Pathways) do not have check spaces ("_"). While these 
combinations may not be probable in most situations they may be possible in some settings and should be 
added as necessary. 

X 1 If no (pathways are not complete for any contaminated media-receptor combination)­
skip to #6, and enter "YE" status code, after explaining and/or referencing condition(s) 
in-place, whether natural or man-made, preventing a complete exposure pathway from 
each contaminated medium (e.g., use optional Pathway Evaluation Work Sheet to 
analyze major pathways). 

If yes (pathways are complete for any "Contaminated" Media- Human Receptor 
combination) - continue after providing supporting explanation. 

If unknown (for any "Contaminated" Media- Human Receptor combination)- skip to 
#6 and enter "IN" status code 
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Rationale and Reference(s): 

1Subsurface soil at Old Plating Area (AOC 27)- Exposure to subsurface soils only possible if excavation 
occurs on-site. Excavation is not a current activity on-site. Residual contamination above Remediation 
Objectives have been addressed through maintenance of an engineered barrier (concrete floor) and 
implementation of a HASP for construction activities in this area. Exposure to groundwater at the site is 
restricted/prevented by an active Environmental Restrictive covenant. Migration of grmmdwater off-site 
is controlled by migration barriers ~t the southern and western boundaries of the site. An active AS/SVE 
system extends across the southern property boundary and has resulted in contaminant concentrations 
that are stable or decreasing. 

4. Can the exposures from any of the complete pathways identified in #3 be reasonably expected to be 
"significant"1 (i.e., potentially "unacceptable'' because exposures can be reasonably expected to be: 1) 
greater in magnitude (intensity, frequency and/or duration) than assumed in the derivation of the acceptable 
"levels" (used to identify the "contamination"); or 2) the combination of exposure magnitude (perhaps 
even though low) and contaminant concentrations (which may be substantiaHy above the acceptable 
"levels") could result in greater than acceptable risks)? 

If no (exposures cannot be reasonably expected to be significant (i.e., potentiaHy 
"unacceptable") for any complete exposure pathway)- skip to #6 and enter "YE" status 
code after explaining and/or referencing documentation justifying why the exposures 
(from each of the complete pathways) to "contamination" (identified in #3) are not 
expected to be "significant." 

If yes (exposures could be reasonably expected to be "significant" (i.e., potentiaUy 
"unacceptable") for any complete exposure pathway)- continue after providing a 
description (of each potentiaUy "unacceptable" exposure pathway) and explaining 
and/or referencing documentation justifying why the exposures (from each of the 
remaining complete pathways) to "contamination" (identified in #3) are not expected to 
be "significant." 

If unknown (for any complete pathway)- skip to #6 and enter "IN" status code 

Rationale and Reference(s) 

1 If there is any question on whether the identified "exposures are "significant" (i.e., potentiaHy 
"unacceptable") consult a human health Risk Assessment specialist with appropriate education, training 
and experience · 
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5. Can the "significant" exposures (identified in #4) be shown to be within acceptable limits? 

If yes (all "significant" exposures have been shown to be within acceptable limits)­
continue and enter "YE" after summarizing and referencing documentation justifying 
why all "significant" exposures to "contamination" are within acceptable limits (e.g., a 
site-specific Human Health llisk Assessment). 

If no (there are current exposures that can be reasonably expected to be "unacceptable")­
continue and enter "NO" status code after providing a description of each potentially 
"unacCeptable" exposure. 

If unknown (for any potentially "unacceptable" exposure)- continue and enter "IN" 
status code 

Rationale and Reference(s) 
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6. Check the appropriate RCRIS status codes for the Cunent Human Exposures Under Control EI event code 
(CA725), and obtain Supervisor (or appropriate Manager) signature and date on the El detennination below 
(and attach appropriate supp011ing documentation as well as a map of the facility): 

X YE - Yes, ''Cun·ent Human Exposures Under Control" has been verified. Based on a 
review of the information contained in this EI Determination, "CmTent Human 
Exposures" are expected to be "Under Control" at the (Hamilton Sundstrand Corporation 
Plant 1/2 Facility, ILD 981000417, 2401 and 2421 1 Jlh Street Rockford, Illinois) under 
cunent and reasonably expected conditions. This determination will be re-evaluated 
when the Agency/State becomes aware of significant changes at the facility. 

NO - "CmTent Human Exposures" are NOT "Under Control." 

IN - More information is needed to make a determination. 

(signature) ~ ~9 Date Completed by: 

(print) Co Uee(() ~(5 ~u-PJ-= 
(title) [It\ v ~., C>Y\.~a.,l 1-.ktt-( J1....SeieM.:H'S.f-' 

(s;gn,tmo) 4vL .t-A D•te b ~ //6 
~ /1/k .eedfe (print) 

Supervisor: 

(title) 

Locations where References may be found: 

Contact telephone and e-mail numbers 

(name) 

(phone #) 

(e-mail) 

Co ({ee"" 0 Cs~ &r~ 
3 /.;t - 3SB- Cf fD g& 

FINAL NOTE: THE HUMAN EXPOSURES ElISA Q UALITA TlVE SCREENING OF EXPOSURES AJIID THE 

DETERl\UNA TIONS WITHIN THIS DOCllMENT SHOULD NOT BE USED AS THE SOLE BASIS FOR RESTRICTING THE 

SCOPE OF MORE DETAILED (E.G., SITE-SPECIFIC) ASSESSMENTS OF RISK. 
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Table 1: Summary of SWMU I AOC Closure Approach and Institutional Controls 

SMWU orAOCII 

SWMU l 

SWMUJ 

SWMU 4 

SWMUS 

SWMU6 

SWMU7 

SWMUB 

SWMU9 

SWMU 10 
SWMU 11 

SWMU12 

SWMU 13 

SWMU14 

AOC25 

AOC26 

SWMA/AOC Naml!! 

W~stew;aterTreatment Plant (wwrP) 

Tank Farm lNorth) 

Tank Farm (South) 

Underground Tank #1 

Underground Tank H2 

Und~ground Tank E 

Undec5:round Tank 1:32 

RCRA Closure Approac:h 

NA - Groundwater Oefef to CERClA 

NA-Groundwater Defer to CERCLA 

NA-GrOYndwater Defer to CERCLA 

Groundwattt De:ftrrtd to CERClA 

COl in Soil > lier 1 SROs 
kntallation of Engineered Barrie r 

Ourina the tank pull in Sept ember 2009, 

dosure ~equ est Report/USEPA Concurrence letter/Other 
Aelev;ant Document lnrtitution~l Control (1) 

lndustriai/Commerci~ll;md 

Phase I RCRA lnvestieation and Closure Report (July 19, 2011) Use 

Closu rl!! Re port and Phase I RFI Work Plan {O<:tobet 14, 2009) 

Closure Report and Phast: I RFI Work Plan (October 14, 2009 

lndustrii:!I/Commcrcialland 

Use 

lndustri111/Commcrcialland 

Use 

Closuie Report and Phase I RFI Work Plan (Octobe r 14, 2009) Within t he area of the SMWU 

1*9 whkh h<u an encineered 
barner 

Clo5ure Repor-t and Pha5C I RFI Work Plan (October 14, 2009) tndustrlai/Commerdal land 
Use 

· UST Removal l e tter Report {January U , 2010) 

Area currently within a secure 
Ph<~~ t RCRA lnvestigatiofl and Oosure Report (July 19, 2011) fenced area. A ponion of the 

side wall and base samples were USEPA letter (Decembef 5, 2011) 
SWMU area is covered. by a 
conutte sllb and the other 

portion is covered by a soil 
berm. 

collected. Exceedilf'lces of the IC-IG 
pathway for be:n:o(a}&nthtacene (8.1 Note that subsequent review of the dosuredocumtnts, 
m£/k&- maximum}, bemo{a)pyrtne (8.4 indicated that an engineered bi.rrier wu warranted. 
m"kg- m:n:lmum), 
benzo(b)ftuoranthene (10 m&flc'­
m;~~ximum), 1nd dibenz(a,l-'l)anthracene 
(l.S mi/ka). 

Visual inspoctlon, active use and no 
evidence of a release. 

Closure Report and Phase I RFI Work Plan (October 14, 2009) 

The proposed barrier to be a 
soil berm 3 feet high covering 

the lateral extent (22 fN t by 22 

feec) of the SWMU area. 

Platement of permanent 

comerm;~~rkers. 

CO Is in Soil < Tie:r 1 SROs Phase I RCRA.Investigatlon a nd Cl osure Report {July 19, 2011) Industrial/Commercial land 
Use 

USEPA lett~r (DecemberS, 2011} 

Pl01nt #2 Drum Storage Area (OSA) NA- Defer t o CERClA Closure Report and Phase I RFl Work Plan (October 14, 2009) lndustrtai/Comme rcialland 

ptant It Indoor Drum Storaee Area Illinois EPA dosure In 1994 
Contaminated Soil Drum Stora,.e Area (2 Prop~ty containerized, labeled and 

drums of impoacted soil) disposed drums of impacted soil (not a 
SWMU) 

Aboveground Indoor Storage Tank Groundwattf Deferred to CERClA 
(TCA StiiQ 

COl in Soil >Tier 1 SRO 
Installation of Encineered Barrier 

Aucust 2009 Remedi.ll Action 

Cklsure Report and Phase I RR Work Plan Octob@r 14 2009 
Cklsure Report and Phase I RR Work Plan {Octob@r 14, 2009) 

Remedia l Action lnvMtieation Report and Supple:mental 
Remedial Design (Aug:ust 2009} 

dosure Report and Phase I RFI Work PI~ (October 14, 2009) 

lnvestiptton Report and Supplement Note that subsequ~t review of the closure documents, 
Remedial Dtslcn document indic•ted •n indicated that an engineered b~rrier w~s warranted. 
v:ceedance of the IC-IH pathway for 
tetrachloroe thene (23 mg/kg). 

On·site Groundw ater Contamination NA - Defer to CERClA do sure Re port and Phase I RFI Work Plom (October 14, 2009) 

w~ste Oil Drum 

Drum WMh Area 

Satellite Accum~ation Area-not a 

SWMU 

Closure vi.a visual inspection 

Closure R~port and Ph~s e I RA Work Pl~n (Octo~r 14, 2009) 

Closure Report and Phase I RFI Work Plan (October 14, 2009) 

u •• 
f Min .. ,.oe, ~;., 

lndustrlaVCommercla ltand 

Use 

Area currently within a secure 
fenced area and potential 

w;thln the zone: of influence of 
the active soilvipor extraction 
system. The SWMU area is 
covered by a concre te slab. 

The proposed barrif!!r Is the 

existing concrete slab covering 
tho lateral extent (16 feet bv 
25 fe et) of th e SWMU area . 

Pla,ement of permanent 

corn er markers. 

lndustriai/Commen:ia l land 

u .. 

Old Dichcomate Une CO Is In Soil< Tier 2 SROs Phase I RCRA lnvesti&ation and Closure Report (July 19, 2011} lndurtriai/Commerci;~ll;~nd 

Usa 
USEPA.le tter {December 5, 20U) 
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Table 1: Summary of SWMU / AOC Closure Approach and Institutional Controls 

SMWU or AOC I SWMA/AOC Name 

AOC27 Old Plant #1 Plating Area 

AOC28 Plant #1 Sodium Dtchromate Une 

AOC 2000 LUST Incident 

AOC Acid Drum Storage Area 

RCRA Closure Approach 

Tier lSROs 

Installation of Engineered Barrier 

Exceedam:es for Arsenic IC-IG pathway, 

" r. 

Closure Request Rl":port/USEPA Concurrence Letter/Other 

Relevant Docum ent Institutional Control (1) 

Phase I RCRA lnve5tigation and Closure Report (July19,1011} Industrial/Commercial Land 

USEPA letter (December 5,1011} · 

U<e 

Groundwater Use Restriction to 

Non-Potable 

Cadmium CW-IG parhwav. Chromium IC- Note that subsequent review of the closiJre documents:, 
IH CW-IH CW-IG pathways, Mep;ury CW- indicated that ;:m ertgineered barr!er was warranted. Area currently within a sccur~ 

fenced area. The SWMU area 
is covered by a concr~te slab. 

IH pathway. See Figure 2 for a s.ummary 

of the exc::eedances. 

COis in Soil < Tier 15ROs 

NA · Defer to CERClA 

Underwent l!linois EPA Closure and 
received finaf closure approval In 1985. 

The proposed ba rrier is to 
cover the existlng conrrete slab 

with aspha lt and new concrete 
{a portion) covering the lateral 
extent (50 feet by sa feet} of 

the SWMU area. 

Placement of permanent 

c:o;ner markers. 

Phase I RCRA Investigation and Closure Report {July 19, 2011) Industrial/Commercial land 

USEPA letter (DecemberS, 2011) 

Clo">ure Report and Phase I RFI Work Plan {October 14;2009) 

Closure Report and Phase I RFf Work Plan (October 14, 1009) 

Use 

lndu5triai/Commerdalla nd 

Use 

Notes: Institutional controls at the .Site include Groundwater Use Restriction, lndustriai/Commerci<~llAnd u~. a nd an Engineered Barrier. 
NA= Not Applicable 

SRO =Soil Rem~diatian Obj~ctive 

CE.RCLA = Comprehen">ive Environmental Re">pon">e, Compensation and Uability Act 
lUST :ole aking Underground Stor.age Tomk 
5WMU =Solid Waste Managem ent ynit 
AOC = Atca of Conce m 
COts= Constituents of Interest 
RCRA"' Resource Conservation and· Recovery Act 
1. lhe following insti tutional control!; apply acro5s th~ site as record [n the Environmenta l Covenant: 

-An industrial/commercial land use designation. 
- A crou ndwater use restriction prohibiting the use of e;roundwater as a potable water supply. 

-Restrictions for handling soli and groundwate r generated at the Facil ity. 

- Construction (where necessary} and maintenance of engineered barriers to restrict exposure to underlying soils in the required a reas. 
-Implementation of the construction worker health and safety plan, which adequately protects construction workers from being e)( posed through t he: inhalation and ingestion e xposure 

rOOti!S to elevated concentrations of constituents of conce:rn (COCs) in soil. 
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t 

\ 

( 

r 
GP10 

8116/10 

2.2~3.2' GP02 
COC RESULT RO ROUTE-

AS 1 16.3 mgll<g 1 13.0 mgll<g I IC IG 
PCE 1.9 mgll<g 0.06 mgll<g SC CL1 

GP01 
5-5.4' B/16110 

COC RESULT RO ROUTE 2 ·3' 
4-5' CDC RESULT RO ROUlE 

COC RESULT RO ROUTE PCE 1.8 mgll<g 0.06 mgll<g 

~~E · I 0.17~gll<g I 006;;,gll<g I SCCL1 

6-{),5' 

HG AS I 0.54J mgll<g 0.1 mgll<g CW IH 
18.1 mglllg 1 130 mgll<g IIC IG 

1,1·DCE: I 0.069J mgll<g

1 

1 0.06 mglllg 

TCE 0.120NJ mgll<g 0.05 mgll<g 

SCCL1 
SCCL1 
SCCL1 

PCE 2.1J mgll<g 0.05 mgll<g SC CL1 

COC RES ULT RO ROUTE 

ASINA 1 - 1-PCE 0.067J mglkg 0.06 mgll<g SC CL1 

GP11 

B/16/10 
1.5-3' 

coc RESULT RO ROUTE 

1,1-DCE SC CL1 

GP03 
8/16110 

2.5 3,5' 

coc RESULT RO ROUTE 

CA 
CR 
HG 

2B4J mgll<g I 200 mgll<g I I CW IG 
B26J mgll<g 420, 690 mglkg IC IH, CW IH 
0.1 9J mglkg 0.1 mglkg CW IH 

AS 22 2 mgil<g 13 0 mgll<g 
CR 5480J mglkg 420,4100,690 mglkg 

- , PCE 0 730 mgll<g 0 06 mgll<g 
-~- _, . TC~ 0 .390 mglkg 0 06 7gll<g 

ROUTE 

IC IG 
IC IH, CW IG, CW IH 

SCCL1 
SCCL1 

\ ~· ·--·~·~J ......... ·----~-·-·-1 
~--~--------~~~ ! 

0.31 ONJ mglkg 0.06 mglkg 
PCE 11mg/kg 0.06 mgll<g SCCL1 
1,1,1-TCA NE - -
TCE 0.360 mgll<g 0.06 mglkg SCCL1 

3 .5-4' 

coc RESULT RO ROUTE 

1,1-DCE 0.610mgll<g 0.06 mglkg SCCL1 
PCE 20 mglkg 0.06 mg/kg SCCL1 
1,1,1-TCA 3.5 mgll<g 2.0mgll<g SCCL1 
TCE 0.700 mgfkg 0.06 mgll<g SCCL1 

, .... 
5.0' 

coc RESUlT RO ROUTE 

1,1-DCE NE - -
PCE 1.9mgll<g 0.06 mglkg SCCL1 
1,1 ,1-TCA NE - -
TCE 0.1 OONJ mg/kg 0.05 mglkg SCCL1 

LEGEND: 

CJ SWMU LOCA TIONI 
AREA OF CONCERN {AOC) 

- ··- ... - APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF 
REAUGNED BUILDING REMAINING 

BORING LOCATION 

ARSENIC 

CADMIUM 

CR CHROMIUM (TOTAL) 

HG 

1,1-DCE 

PCE 

1,1 ,1-TCA 

TCE 

MERCURY 

1,1-DICHLOROETHYLENE 

TETRACHLOROETHYLENE 

1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE 

TRICHLOROETHYLENE 

NJ TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED. RESULT IS 
APPROXIMATE 

J RESULT IS APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF 
THE COC, WHICH WAS POSITIVELY IDENTIFIED 

NE NO EXCEEDANCE 

NOT ANALYZED 

AS'COM 

-

GP07 
6/18!10 

3 .4 ·3..9' 

CDC RESULT RO ROUTE 

1,1-DCEl0.097NJ mg/kg 10.06 inglkg I SCCL1 
PCE 3.3 mgll<g 0.06 mglkg SC CL1 
TCE 0.270 m!}'kg 0.05 mglkg SC CL1 

IC IG INDUSTRIAUCOMMERCIAL SOIL INGESTION 
ROUTE 

SC Cl1 SOIL COMPONENT OF THE GROUNDWATER 
INGESTION ROUTE (CLASS I) 

CWIH CONSTRUCTION WORKER SOIL INHALATION 
ROUTE 

CW IG CONSTRUCTION WORKER SOIL INGESTION 
ROUTE 

IC IH INDUSTRIAUCOMMERCIAL SOIL INHALATION 
ROUTE 

HAMILTON SUNDSTRAND CORPORATION 

PLANT 1/2 FACILITY 

2401 AN D 24 2111TH STREET, ROCKFORD, ll 

I ~ I 
GPO !I 

6117/10 

2.6-3.1' 
coc RESULT RO ROUTE 

AS 21.1 mglkg 13.0 mgll<g IC IG 
1,1-DCE 0.170NJ mglkg 0.06 mg/kg SCCL1 
PCE 5.5mgil<g O.OOmgtkg SCCL1 
1,1,1-TCA NE - -
TCE 0.620mgll<g 0.06 mglkg SC CL1 

DUPUCA1E 

coc RESULT RO ROUTE 

AS NE -- -
1,1-DCE 0.700 mgll<g 0.06 mglkg SCCL1 
PCE 9.5 mgll<g 0 .06 mg!kg SCCL1 
1,1,1-TCA 3.7 mglkg 2.0mglkg SCCL1 
TCE 1.2 mgll<g 0.06 mglkg SCCL1 

Stantec, 2011. RCRA Phase I Investigation 
and Cklsure Report, Rockford, Illinois, July 201 1. 
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